PROPHETIC  CONTROVERSY 
NO.  12. 


Burlington,  Wis.,  March  13,  1912. 
Mr.  John  R.  Haldeman,  editor  of  The 
Evening  and  Morning  Star,  Indepen- 
dence, Mo. 

Dear  Sir:  I have  read  your  Decem- 
ber issue  of  the  Star  in  which  you 
use  the  following  language: — 

“As  most  of  our  readers  well  know, 
the  ancient  churches  of  Christ,  were 
Apostolic  in  organization,  that  is, 
they  were  churches  in  which  the 
Twelve  Apostles  stood  at  the  head 
and  held  the  highest  power,”  and 
pursuing  the  subject  you  try  to  make 
it  appear  that  The  First  Presidency 
over  the  Church  in  these  latter  days 
was  a creation  of  Joseph  Smith  for 
his  own  special  benefit  and  aggran- 
dizement. 

Now  I feel  for  one,  very  earnestly 
to  dispute  the  correctness  of  these 
assertions  for  several  very  grave 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  not 
reasonable,  nor  at  all  compatable 
with  the  order  which  God  has  set  in 
his  church  in  all  the  preceeding 
ages.  It  is  not  reasonable  that  God 
should  set  upon  his  church  in  any 
age  twelve  heads,  all  of  the  same  de- 
gree of  power,  prerogative  and  auth- 
ority. Indeed,  there  is  no  example  of 
any  such  order  of  Government  any- 
where among  men  in  the  past  or 
present  in  any  known  nation,  and 
there  is  absolutely  no  need  of  it.  Not 
only  is  there  no  need  of  any  such  or- 
der of  government,  but  such  an  order 
of  things  would  be  a positive  injury 
to  the  welfare  of  any  people  on  the 
earth,  for  we  know  that  disputes 
have  arisen  among  the  Twelve  on 


Eastern  lands,  and  if  there  was  no 
controlling  power  such  an  order  of 
things  must  of  necessity  bring  forth 
jangling  disputations,  differences, 
division,  and  contention  among  any 
people — a state  of  things  most  earn- 
estly to  be  avoided  everywhere  if 
possible.  In  all  human  governments 
there  must  be  a controlling  power, 
not  only  at  the  head  of  each  nation, 
but  through  all  its  departments,  from 
the  chief,  or  sovereign,  to  the  con- 
stable or  police.  A plural  number  of 
heads  all  alike  on  any  people,  reli- 
gious or  political,  would  make  a mon- 
ster of  that  body,  wherever  it  might 
be  found.  There  is  no  example  of 
God’s  ever  having  given  or  set  up 
any  such  form  of  government  oVer 
his  people,  as  a plural  number  of 
equal  kings,  chiefs  or  prophets. 

Adam  was  unquestionably  the 
First  President  over  all  his  posterity, 
as  long  as  he  lived  om  the  earth.  In 
Noah’s  day  he  was  the  presiding 
High  Priest,  or  First  President,  over 
his  posterity  as  long  as  he  lived 
among  them.  In  Moses’  day,  he  was 
the  Presiding  High  Priest  over  all 
Israel,  and  no  doubt  Melchizedec  in 
his  day  was  the  First  President,  or 
Presiding  High  Priest,  over  all  the 
people  and  Priesthood  of  his  day. 
Who  can  deny  things  so  plain  as  all 
these?”  “Now  consider  how  great 
this  man  (Melchizedec)  was,  unto 
whom  the  Patriarch  Abraham  gave 
the  tenth  of  the  spoils.”  Who  can 
deny  that  Melchizedec  was  First 
President  in  his  day? 

Prom  Adam  tq  Noah,  there  were 
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no  Twelve  Apostles.  It  is  fair,  how- 
ever to  presume  that  in  the  days  of 
Noah  Twelve  Apostles  and  seventy 
Elders  were  chosen,  for  it  is  not 
reasonable  that  Noah  alone  could 
preach  to  so  many  millions  as  must 
then  have  been  on  the  earth. 

I must  here  take  the  liberty  to  in- 
troduce a single  paragraph  from  the 
Book  of  The  Law  of  the  Lord,  as 
translated  from  the  plates  of  Laban, 
by  the  Prophet  James  J.  Strang,  and 
let  every  one  judge  for  himself  of  its 
correctness  according  to  history. 

“When  the  Lord  Your  God  shall 
send  the  gospel  to  the  nations.  He 
shall  call,  and  choose  Twelve  Apos- 
tles, to  be  the  witnesses  of  diis  name 
and  of  his  kingdom,  unto  every 
nation,  kindred,  tongue  and  people.” 
(page  192  of  said  book.) 

From  this  paragraph  it  appears 
that  until  the  gospel  was  to  go  to  the 
nations,  there  was  no  office  work  in 
the  church  and  kingdom  of  God,  for 
this  quorum  of  officers,  that  is,  the 
Twelve  Apostles,  and  sacred  history, 
ancient  and  modern,  well  sustains 
this  position.  No,  there  were  no 
Twelve  Apostles  from  Adam  to  Noah. 
There  was  no  such  quorum  • from 
Noah  to  Abraham,  nor  from  Abraham 
to  Moses,  nor  from  soon  after  Moses 
to  Jesus. 

Twelve  Apostles  were  chosen  and 
sent  to  the  nations  during,  and  after 
the  ministry  of  Jesus  Christ,  but 
when  the  gospel  had  been  preached, 
and  established,  well  among  the  na- 
tions it  seems  that  the  office  was 
not  kept  up.  There  were  no  Twelve 
Apostles  among  the  Jaredites  from 
their  arrival  on  this  land  till  they 
perished  by  their  own  hands,  a per- 
iod of  some  seventeen  hundred  years 
duration,  and  from  the  landing  of 
the  Nephites  on  this  land,  till  Jesus 
came  and  ministered  among  them,  a 


period  of  six  hundred  years,  there 
was  no  such  quorum  among  them. 
But,  as  it  is  evident  that  a great 
many  people  in  both  north  and  south 
America  escaped  the  dreadful  calam- 
ities and  judgments  which  came  upon 
this  land  at  the  crucifixion  of  Christ, 
Twelve  Apostles  were  also  chosen 
here  by  the  saviour,  to  carry  the 
glad  tidings  of  the  resurrection,  and 
the  ministry  of  Jesus  among  them. 
But  the  office  of  the  Twelve  did  not 
continue  very  long  after  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  gospel  among  them. 
Three  were  given  power  over  death, 
till  the  second  coining  of  Jesus,  but 
these  had  an  extraordinary  ministry 
given  them,  as  had  also  John,  the 
Revelator.  Anyway,  it  is  pretty  clear 
all  through  the  history  of  God’s  peo- 
ple no  Twelve  Apostles  were  ever 
called,  chosen  and  ordained  except 
when  the  gospel  was  to  be  sent  to 
the  nations;  and  in  all  those  very 
lengthy  periods,  when  there  was  no 
Twelve  Apostles  among  the  people, 
it  seems  that  they  got  along  very 
well  without  them!  There  has  been 
altogether  too  much  importance  at- 
tached to  this  quorum  of  officers  in 
this  generation,  at  any  rate.  Every 
man  should  be  justly  honored  in  his 
proper  place,  but  when  men  get  out 
of  their  proper  places  and  into 
places  to  which  they  were  never 
called  or  designed  for  and  thus 
bring  confusion,  mis-rule,  and  calam- 
ity on  the  church,  it  is  criminal  to 
support  them  in  it. 

The  Ambassadors  of  this  nation  or 
those  of  any  other  nation,  are  never 
counted,  under  any  circumstances, 
the  chief  rulers  of  the  nation  who 
send  them.  Very  far  from  that.  The 
word  Apostle  is  merely  the  Greek 
for  Ambassador  or  messenger,  and 
simply  signifies  one  sent  and  one 
sent  implies  one  acting  under  instruc- 
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tion  or  authority  from  a superior 
power.  The  prophets  of  God  are 
Apostles,  Ambassadors,  or  Messen- 
gers, each  sent  immediately  from 
God,  called  by  his  own  voice,  and 
ordained  by  the  angels  of  his  pres- 
ence to  carry  his  word  to  the  nations; 
to  organize  his  church,  and  gather 
his  people,  and  the  Twelve  Apostles 
are  called  of  God  through  this 
prophet  and  ordained  under  his 
hands  and  sent  to  the  nations  as  his 
assistants  to  preach  and  establish 
the  gospel  in  all  nations  under  his 
direction:  or,  as  God  says  “in  all 
places  where  the  First  Presidency 
cannot  come.  Wherefore,  whitherso- 
ever they  (The  First  President  and 
his  two  counsellors)  shall  send  you, 
go  ye,  and  I will  be  with  you,”  &c. 
(Doc.  & Cov.,  sec.  105;7.) 

Now  in  Christ’s  day  we  have  this 
same  grand  order  of  church  govern- 
ment well  illustrated. 

For  Jesus  was  the  First  President 
of  the  church  in  that  day,  being  first 
called  and  anointed  under  “the 
right  hand  of  God  himself,”  as  “Him 
hath  God  exalted  with  his  right 
hand  to  be  a Prince  and  a savior, 
to  give  repentance  to  Israel,  and  for- 
giveness of  sins.”  (Acts,  5:31) 
“Therefore  being  by  the  right  hand 
of  God  exalted,  (raised  up),  and 
having  received  of  the  Father,  the 
promise  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  he  hath 
shed  forth  this  which  ye  now  see 
and  hear.”  Acts  2:33.  Duke  4:18-20. 
Heb.  1:8-9.  Heb.  5.1.) 

I refer  you  to  these  passages,  *o 
show  you  that  Jesus  was  anointed 
under  the  hands  of  his  Heavenly 
Father  to  the  most  holy  order  of  the 
priesthood  and  as  he  was  anointed, 
and  made  superior  to,  and  “set  above 
all  his  fellows;’’  so  were  all  the 
holy  prophets  since  the  world  began. 
They  all  prevailed  by  mighty  faith, 


as  did  Joseph  Smith,  to  open  the 
heavens,  and  bring  as  it  were,  the 
heavens  and  the  earth  together,  and 
to  obtain  the  precious  gems  of  life 
and  salvation  for  all  mankind;  and 
what  do  we  know  of  the  principles 
of  life  and  salvation,  and  the  eternal 
principles  of  truth  and  righteousness, 
only  as  God  has  revealed  them  to  us 
by  them?  And  why  grudge  them  the 
place,  power,  prerogatives  and  keys, 
which  God  has  given  them,  and 
which  they  so  richly  and  justly  de- 
serve? To  fight  these  men  is  like 
fighting  the  sun  in  the  heavens,  and 
the  moon  when  the  clouds  have 
parted  on  a very  dark  and  dismal 
night. 

It  is  self  evident  that  Moses  was, 
in  his  priesthood,  like  unto  Jesus; 
and  in  virtue  of  it,  each  in  his  min- 
istry, was  First  President  over  the 
whole  Priesthood,  and  over  the  whole 
church.  And  it  is  just  as  evident, 
that  Aaron  and  Miriam  were  his  as- 
sistants, or  Vice-Presidents,  as  Sid- 
ney Rigdon,  Frederick  G.  Williams, 
and  Hyrum  Smith  were,  to  Joseph 
Smith.  (Num.  12:1-8;  Micah  6:3-5.) 
What!  A woman  be  an  assistant 
president  over  God’*  people?  0,  yes; 
women  were  sometimes  prophets  of 
God  themselves;  as  Debora  and  Hul- 
dah  (Judges  4:1-5;  2nd  Kings,  22: 
12-20). 

When  Moses  was  about  to  be  taken, 
God  did  not  institute  any  twelve- 
horned order  of  government  to  suc- 
ceed him;  a something  which  he 
ought  to  have  done;  if  he  left  such 
an  order  of  things  when  Jesus  was 
taken  away,  for  there  was  a quorum 
of  Twelve  chosen  in  Moses’  day,  as 
well  as  a quorum  of  Seventy;  but 
neither  God  nor  Moses,  nor  the  peo- 
ple had  the  least  thought  of  placing 
the  Twelve  of  that  day  over  the  whole 
people.  For  said  Moses,  when  about 


i 


to'  be  taken  from  the  people:  “Let 
the  God  of  the  Spirits  of  all  flesh, 
set  a man  over  the  congregation  of 
the  Lord,  that  they  be  not  as  sheep 
without  a shepherd.  The  Lord  then 
commanded  Moses  to  take  Joshua, 
the  son  of  Nun,  a man  in  whom  is 
the  spirit,  and  lay  his  hand  upon 
him,  and  put  some  of  his  honor 
(Priesthood)  upon  him,  and  that  he 
should  stand  before  Eliezar  (Aaron’s 
son)  who  held  the  Urim  and  Thum- 
mim,  and  who  should  ask  counsel  for 
him  by  that  instrument,  to  guide 
him  and  all  Israel  in  their  outgoings 
and  their  incomings.  (See  Numbers 
27:15-23). 

ft  will  be  well  right  here  to  notice 
some  points  in  this  passage.  Joshua 
was  one  of  the  Twelve  in  that  day. 
Yet  he  had  to  be  called  by  direct 
revelation  through  Moses  and  be  or- 
dained under  his  hands  to  take  the 
lead  of  the  armies  of  Israel  as  a 
king,  while  he  who  inherited  the 
Priesthood  of  Aaron,  that  is,  Eliezar, 
Aaron’s  first  born  son,  was  Joshua’s 
leader  and  counsellor  by  Urim  and 
Thummim.  Of  the  remaining  number 
of  Twelve  of  that  day,  Caleb  of  the 
tribe  of  Judah,  nothing  is  said  of 
his  right  to  lead  the  church,  in  vir- 
tue of  his  being  one  of  the  Twelve. 

The  assuming  of  the  Twelve  to 
lead  the  church  in  this  generation 
immediately  after  the  death  of  the 
prophet  Joseph  Smith,  is  very  much 
as  if  when  Abraham  Lincoln  was  as- 
sassinated, the  whole  body  of  for- 
eign ambassadors  should  return 
home,  and  assume  the  reigns  of  the 
government  of  the  whole  nation;  dic- 
tate all  its  affairs,  set  aside  all  the 
machinery  of  the  government,  put 
every  man  who  was  opposed  to 
them  out  of  office,  and  put  into  of- 
fice every  man  who  favored  their 
usurpation;  ignore  the  constitutional 


law  of  the  land  which  provides  for 
the  constant  succession  and  keeping 
up  of  all  its  offices,  and  dictate  all 
the  affairs  of  the  nation  as  appeared 
right  to  them  in  their  own  eyes. 
This,  sir,  is  a very  good  illustra- 
tion of  the  • doings  of  the 
Twelve  after  the  Martyrdom  of  the 
prophet,  Joseph  Smith.  God  by  revel- 
ation through  Joseph  Smith  had 
made  ample  provision  for  a successor 
to  Joseph  in  the  prophetic  office, 
early  in  the  thirties,  and  the  saints, 
were  richly  assured  by  the  oath  of 
God,  that  he  would  by  revelation 
through  Joseph,  “plant  another  in  his 
stead.”  But  the  Twelve  utterly  ig- 
nored all  these  things,  and  treated 
them  very  much  as  if  they  had  never 
seen  them,  or  as  if  they  never  had 
been  written,  and  resorted  to  a refuge 
of  lies  to  build  themselves  up  in  one 
of  the  greatest  and  grossest  usurpa- 
tions of  power  and  place  that  was 
ever  put  on  record  in  any  nation,  or 
among  any  people.  Mr.  Strang,  the 
man  that  God  did  appoint,  according 
to  his  oath  and  promise,  was  almost 
buried  under  their  wholesale  lying 
and  foul  stories;  but  one  thing  they 
never  would  do;  they  never  would 
meet  him  in  fair  open  and  manly 
discussion;  neither  personally  or 
through  the  columns  of  any  paper 
they  ever  ran,  or  had  control  of.  We 
are  well  prepared  to  prove  all  these 
things  whenever  they  come  in  ques- 
tion. 

The  order  set  in  the  church  in 
Joseph  Smith’s  day,  so  far  as  it  was 
revealed  was  perfect.  The  various 
officers  of  the  Priesthood,  being  or- 
ganized into  quorums,  each  quorum 
having  the  right  to  choose  one  of 
their  own  number  to  preside  in  all 
their  deliberations: — First:  a quorum 
of  deacons,  consisting  of  twelve.  Sec- 
ond: A quorum  of  teachers  consisting 
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of  twenty-four.  Third:  A quorum  of 
Priests  of  forty-eight.  Fourth:  A quor- 
um of  Elders  of  ninety  six.  Fifth:  The 
Traveling  Elders’  quorum  of  seventy. 
Sixth:  The  High  Priests’  quorum 
(number  not  given  under  Joseph,  but 
under  Mr.  Strang  it  consisted  of  one 
hundred  and  forty  four.  Seventh:  The 
Twelve  Apostles.  Then  comes  the 
quorum  of  the  First  Presidency,  con- 
sisting of  three,  one  of  which  is  the 
leader,  or  First  President  over  the 
whole  church,  and  is  an  apostle,  a 
prophet,  a seer,  a revelator,  and  a 
translator  and  a lawgiver  to  the 
whole  church  “like  unto  Moses,”  hav- 
ing all  the  gifts  which  God  bestows 
upon  the  head  of  the  church.  These 
three  are  appointed  by  the  direct 
word  of  God,  and  the  church  has 
nothing  to  do  with  them  either  in 
their  appointment  or  ordination,  ex- 
cept to  vote  to  receive  them.  (Doc. 
& Cov.,  sec.  99:6.)  To  receive  them 
is  their  life,  to  reject  them  is  their 
condemnation.  The  duties  of  all  the 
quorums  were  pointed  out,  each 
quorum  having  their  own  President, 
the  First  President  and  his  two 
counsellors  or  assistant  Presidents 
presiding  over  all.  (Doc.  & Cov.,  sec. 
107:39.)  The  man  or  set  of  men  who 
would  find  fault  with  this  grand  order 
of  the  Priesthood  simply  finds  fault 
with  the  order  of  heaven;  for  there 
•is  nothing  like  it  anywhere  among 
men,  and  it  is  well  worthy  of  its 
great  author,  who  I very  sincerely  be- 
lieve, is  the  God  of  Israel  himself. 

I do  not  deny  by  any  means,  how- 
ever, that  God  sets  in  his  church, 
“first  apostles.”  This  I confess  and 
contend  for;  for  as  there  is  a variety 
of  Elders  in  the  Melchizedec  Priest- 
hood, all  being  Elders  from  the 
Elders’  quorum  upward,  so  also 
there  is  a variety  of  High  Priests,  all 
having  diffei'ent  duties  and  responsi- 


bilities, and  as  a matter  of  course 
there  are  different  grades  of  apostles. 
Jesus  was  an  apostle,  as  well  as  a 
High  Priest,  but  he  was  an  Apostle 
and  a High  Priest  of  a much  higher 
order,  than  that  of  the  Twelve  or 
the  common  High  Priest.  (Heb.  3:1.) 

Moses  also  in  his  day  was  God’s 
great  Ambassador,  apostle  and  High 
Priest;  a Presiding  I^gh  Priest  over 
all  other  Apostles  and  High  Priests. 
So  with  all  the  Holy  Prophets  since 
the  world  began.  They  were  all 
Apostles  and  High  Priests  of  the 
highest  order,  or  rank  presiding  over, 
and  directing  all  other  Apostles  and 
officers  in  the  Priesthood.  Thus  it 
was  with  Joseph  Smith,  whom  the 
church  on  the  very  day  of  its  -organ- 
ization were  all  required  by  revela- 
tion to  regard  as  an  Apostle,  as  well 
as  a prophet,  a seer,  a revelator  and 
a translator.  (Doc.  & Cov.,  sec.  19:1.) 
And  they  were  all  required  to  receive 
ail  his  words  and  commandments  as 
if  from  God’s  own  mouth,  in  all 
patience  and  faith  as  he  received 
them;  and  surely  all  these  things 
made  him  the  First  President  over 
the  whole  church  from  that  day  on- 
ward, in  spite  of  all  efforts  to  evade 
it,  or  oppose  it. 

The  assistants,  or  counsellors  to 
the  First  President  of  the  church, 
are  also  Apostles,  seers,  revelators, 
but  lesser  in  privilege,  power  and 
Priesthood.  (Doc.  & Cov.,  sec.  19:3. 
sec.  17:1.  sec.  27:1-2..)  Here  then  we 
have  three  grades  of  apostles.  1.  The 
First  President.  2.  His  assistant 
counsellors.  3.  The  Twelve,  and  there 
is  still  another  grade  called  the 
Evangelists,  which  make  four  degrees 
of  Apostles.  Seven  Evangelists  being 
a full  quorum. 

Paul  said  to  Timothy:  “Do  the 
work  of  an  Evangelist;  make  full 
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proof  of  thy  ministry,”  &c.  (2d  Tim., 
4:5.) 

‘‘And  we  entered  into  the  house  of 
Phillip,  the  Evangelist,  one  of  the 
seven.  (Acts  21:8.)  ‘‘And  He  gave 
some  apostles,  and  some  prophets, 
and  some  Evangelists,  and  some  pas- 
tors and  teachers,  for  the  perfecting 
of  the  saints,”  &c.  (Eph.  4:11.) 

Here  then  are  four  degrees  of  the 
Apostles,  and  ito  mistake;  each  de- 
gree having  a different  calling  and 
office  work,  powers  and  duties,  the 
first  being  a lawgiver  who  is  an 
Apostle,  a prophet,  seer,  revelator  and 
translator,  having  all  the  gifts  which 
God  bestows  upon  the  head  of  the 
church,  and  to  be  like  unto  Moses: 
being  unique,  sole,  and  alone,  having 
no  equal  in  the  church  of  God. 

Perhaps  you  think  this  a very  high 
claim  for  these  men  to  make,  but 
these  men  do  not  make  it.  It  is  God 
who  makes  it  for  them,  and  that  is 
enough  for  me,  at  any  rate,  and  1 
think  it  ought  to  be*  for  all,  who  be- 
lieve in  the  revelations  of  God,  given 
through  his  holy  prophets  and  seers. 

. The  second  degree  is  not  much  un- 
like the  first,  but  they  are  not  law- 
givers, and  are  not  allowed  to  write 
their  revelations  for  the  government 
of  the  church.  They  are  called  coun- 
sellors, or  assistant  Presidents,  for 
they  preside  over  the  church  in  the' 
absence  of  the  First  President, 
Prophet  and  seer.  They  are  prophets, 
seers  and  revela  tors ; they  are  en- 
titled to  know  and  bear  witness  to 
the  truth  of  the  revelations  given 
through  the  lawgiver,  but  they  are 
not  authorized  lawgivers,  or  vevela- 
tors  to  the  church  for  its  government 
under  any  circumstances.  The  third 
grade  of  the  Apostles  are  the  Twelve. 
The  duty  of  these  is  to  travel  and 
preach  the  gospel  In  all  the  world, 
and  is  wholly  to  th^  nations,  under 


I the  direction  of  the  lawgiver,  and  his 
j assistants,,  or  the  First  President  and 
I his  counsellors,  as  you  will  have  it. 

' They  have  no  official  duty  at  tue 
gathering  places  of  the  saints,  and 
wherever  their  duties  are  mentioned 
in  the  Doctrine  and  Covenants,  it  is 
invariably  to  travel  and  preach  the 
gospel  to  the  nations,  assisted  by  the 
Seventies,  who  are  also  a traveling 
: quorum,  first  to  the  Gentiles  and  then 
to  the  Jews.  (Doc.  & Cov.,  sec.  1G:5, 
sec.  104:11,  12,  13,  14,  16,  sec.  105: 
6,  7,  11,  sec.  107:40,  Lam.  Ed.)  Here 
the  duty  of  the  Twelve  is  clearly 
pointed  out. 

The  next  degree  in  the  order  of 
Apostles,  are  the  Evangelists,  which 
we  are  told  in  the  Book  of  the  Law  of 
the  Lord  consists  of  seven  to  a quor- 
um. “Evangelists  are  Apostles,  and 
witnesses  of  the  kingdom  to  whatever 
nation  they  are  sent.  Seven  are  full 
quorum,  and  there  shall  be  but  one 
quorum  to  any  nation,  kindred,  tongue 
or  people.”  (Page  224;  par.  7 of  said 
Book  of  the  Law  of  the  Lord.) 

Every  man  can  look  at  this  as  he 
pleases,  but  I think  he  will  find  it 
correct  and  sound,  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  scriptures,  and  the  Eng- 
lish language. 

This  book  of  God’s  Law  enables 
those  who  believe  in  it,  to  find  truths 
in  the  scriptures  which  they  could 
not  find  there  without  it. 

The  question  now  arises.  Were  the 
Twelve  Apostles  which  Jesus  sent  in- ' 
to  all  the  world  from  Jerusalem, 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  church  with- 
out a superior  officer  over  them? 

For  one  I simply  deny  it,  and  I 
believe  my  denial  is  based  on  a good 
and  reasonable  amount  of  evidence. 

The  first  time  that  Peter  was  intro- 
duced into  the  Saviour's  presence, 
Jesus  said  to  him:  “Thou  are  Simon, 
son  of  Jonas.  Thou  shalt  be  called 


Cephas,  which  is  being  interpreted, 
a seer,  or  a stone.”  (Inspd.  John  1: 
42.)  “A  stone,”  in  this  case  is  very 
significant.  Jesus  himself  was  the 
“chief  corner  stone,’’  in  the  figura- 
tive temple  of  God,  which  means  the 
church  of  God.  Joseph  Smith  was  un- 
doubtedly the  “shepherd  and  stone  of 
Israel,  predicted  by  the  Patriarch 
Jacob  to  arise  out  of  the  lineage  of 
Joseph  in  the  last  days.  (Gen.  47:24.) 
And  also  the  little  stone  alluded  to  by 
Daniel,  that  was  to  smite  the  feet  and 
toes  of  the  great  image  in  the  last 
days.  Surely  those  things  are  plain, 
and  should  cause  the  heart  of  every 
lover  of  the  truth  to  rejoice.  But  an- 
other point.  “Whom  do  men  say  that 
I,  the  Son  of  Man  am?”  Peter  an- 
swered, “Thou  art  the  Christ,  the 
son  of  God.”  Then  said  Jesus: 
“Blessed  art  thou,  Simon,  Barjona, 
for  flesh  and  blood  hath  not  revealed 
this  unto  thee,  but  my  Father  who  is 
in  heaven;  and  I say  unto  thee  that 
thou  art  Peter,  and  upon  this  Rock 
(Revelation)  I will  build  my  church 
and  the  gates  of  hell  shall  not  prevail 
against  it.  And  I will  give  unto  thee 
the  keys  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven; 
and  whatsoever  thou  shalt  bind  on 
earth,  shall  be  bound  in  heaven,  and 
whatsoever  thou  shalt  loose  on  earth, 
shall  be  loosed  in  heaven.  (Math.  16: 
13-19.)  If  all  this  is  not  prophetic  of 
Peter  being  made  a seer,  a prophet,  a 
revelator  and  put  into  the  prophetic 
office,  I do  not  know  what  would  be. 
And  I don’t  know  how  any  one  could 
be  put  in  possession  of  greater  gifts. 
Made  a seer,  and  put  in  possession  of 
the  keys  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven, 
that  is,  to  unlock  its  mysteries  and 
reveal  the  deep  things  of  God.  What 
prophet  had  ever  any  more  than  all 
this  given  him?  You  notice  that  at 
the  time  these  great  promises  were 
made  to  Peter,  that  he  had  already 


been  ordained  one  of  the  Twelve 
Apostles;  yet  here  is  tlie  promise  of 
something  much  greater.  We  have  no 
evidence  that  all  the  Twelve  were 
put  in  possession  of  any  such  powers 
and  gifts.  Mathias  was  chosen  to  fill 
the  place  of  Judas,  and  this  made 
the  Twelve  complete  again,  and  soon 
after  Paul  and  Barnabas  were  chosen 
Apostles,  which  would  make  four- 
teen Apostles.  What  were  fourteen 
Apostles  for,  unless  to  fill  some  of  the 
places  vacated  by  taking  out  Peter, 
James  and  John  to  act  as  a First 
Presidency. 

Besides  these  strong  points  in  favor 
of  a First  Presidency  in  Apostolic 
times,  God  has  given  us  to  undei'- 
stand  in  an  early  day  in  this  dispen- 
sation, that  Peter,  James  and  John 
were  chosen  to  be  the  leaders,  or 
First  Presidency  of  the  church,  in 
those  early  times,  as:  “I  will  make 
thee  (Peter)  to  minister  for  him 
(John)  and  thy  brother  James;  and 
unto  you  three  (not  twelve)  wiil  I 
give  this  power  and  the  keys  of  this 
ministry  until  I come.” 

The  promise  to  Peter  that  he 
(Jesus)  would  make  him  to  minister 
for  John  and  James,  implies  that 
Peter  would  be  made  the  greater  of 
the  three,  for  he  that  is  greatest 
among  you  shali  be  your  ministei’, 
even  as  the  Son  of  Man  came  not  to 
be  ministered  unto,  but  to  minister, 
and  to  give  his  life  a ransom  for 
many.”  (Math.  20:25-28;  Doc.  & Cov., 
sec.  6:2,  Mark  10:45.) 

Surely  friend  Haldeman,  there  is 
enough  in  all  these  things,  to  prove 
beyond  question  the  Primitive  Chris- 
tian Church  had  a First  Presidency 
over  it.  and  that  it  was  not  a twelve 
horned  monster,  with  twelve  heads 
all  alike,  and  that  it  was  in  virtue  of 
that  conferred  upon  them,  that  they 
conferred  this  same  power  and  keys 


upon  Joseph  Smith  and  from  him  to 
his  fellows.  (Doc.  & Cov.,  sec.  26:3.) 
For  they  conferred  the  same  power 
and  keys  that  Jesus  conferred  upon 
them,  upon  Joseph  Smith  and  Oliver 
Cowdery,  making  Joseph  the  chief 
minister  to  all.  They  made  Joseph 
Smith  simply  what  Jesus  made  them, 
in  their  day.  * 

And  now  that  we  have  shown  rea- 
sonable and  strong  ground  for  the  be- 
lief that  a First  Presidency  was 
instituted  over  the  Primative  Chris- 
tian Church,  it  is  not  at  all  unrea- 
sonable to  suppose  that  such  a Presi- 
dency was  placed  over  the  Christian 
Church  on  this  continent,  although 
the  written  evidence  of  that  fact  is 
meagre. 

Indeed,  it  is  with  the  Bible  as  the 
Book  of  Mormon,  and  the  Book  of 
Mormon  as  the  Bible.  You  cannot 
from  either  alone  or  both  together, 
get  at  anything  like  the  true  order  of 
the  priesthood.  The  founders  of  the 
many  modern  creeds,  have  tried  very 
earnestly  to  get  at  that  order  from 
the  Bible  but  have  every  one  failed; 
and  it  is  not  the  least  to  be  won- 
dered at;  for  from  Genesis  to  Revela- 
tions there  is  not  one  well  stated  or 
well  defined  ordination!  Just  think! 
That  from  the  days  of  Adam  to  the 
days  of  John,  the  Baptist,  there  is  not 
a single  account  of  an  ordination  to 
the  priesthood  by  the  laying  on  of  the 
hands,  except  one;  that  is  in  the  case 
of  Joshua,  under  the  hands  of  Moses. 
And  this  ordination  is  anything  but 
well  defined.  The  Lord  told  Moses  to 
lay  his  hand  upon  Joshua,  and  to  “put 
some  of  his  (Moses)  honor  upon 
him.” 

What  does  honor  mean?  And  how 
much  was  “some”  of  his  honor?  I 
have  no  doubt  but  that  the  word 
“honor’’  in  this  case  and  in  various 
other  places  in  the  Bible  stands  for 


priesthood,  and  that  Joshua  was  or- 
dained to  be  a king,  to  lead  the 
armies  of  Israel,  just  as  David  and 
Saul  were,  under  the  hands  of  Sam- 
uel, the  Prophet.  Moses  was  com- 
manded to  take  Aaron  and  his  sons 
and  consecrate  and  anoint  them,  that 
they  might  minister  unto  God  in  the 
priests’  office.  But  not  a word  about 
laying  on  of  hands,  to  consecrate  or 
ordain  them  to  the  office,  or  to  what 
degree  of  the  priesthood  it  was  to 
which  they  were  consecrated,  and  set 
apart.  And  some  very  wise  men  con- 
tend that  Moses  himself  was  not  a 
Priest  of  any  kind;  that  while  he 
made  many  priests  of  various  de- 
grees, he  himself  was  no  Priest  at 
all!  The  anointing  of  kings  is  often 
spoken  of  in  the  Scriptures,  but  I 
don’t  remember  in  a single  -case 
where  the  hands  of  the  anointer  were 
laid  on,  or  where  it  is  stated  that 
these  kings  held  any  priesthood.  As 
for  Samuel,  and  all  the  other 
Prophets  who  came  after  him,  it  is 
not  stated  in  the  Old  Testament,  that 
any  of  them  were  ordained  by  the 
laying  on  of  the  hands  of  any  one. 

For  my  own  part  I have  no  doubt 
they  were  all  ordained  prophets  of 
God,  by  the  hands  of  Angels,  and 
were  all  called  to  that  office  by  the 
voice  of  God  himself. 

When  we  come  to  the  New  Testa- 
ment, it  is  but  little  better.  The  or- 
dination of  Jesus  Christ  himself  is 
the  plainest  stated  of  any  other  ordin- 
ation of  the  Bible  throughout.  John 
the  Baptist  according  to  the  King 
James  was  merely  “sent”  of  God. 
The  Bible  is  silent  as  to  any  ordina- 
tion he  ever  had.  And  if  the  Doc.  & 
Cov.,  had  not  told  us  that  John  in  his 
infancy  was  ordained  by  the  hand  of 
an  angel,  we  would  have  no  testi- 
mony of  his  ordination.  The  Twelve 
Apostles  were  ordained  no  doubt,  un- 
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der  the  hands  of  Jesus  Christ;  but 
we  are  told  of  it  in  a round-about 
indirect  way.  Mathew  simply  says 
that:  “when  he  (Jesus)  had  called 
his  Twelve  disciples,  he  gave  them 
power  against  unclean  spirits,  to  cast 
them  out,  and  to  heal  all  manner  of 
sickness  and  all  manner  of  diseases.” 
(Math.  10:1.)  No  mention  here  of  an 
ordination.  Nor  is  there  any  mention 
of  the  seventies  being  ordained  at 
all.  (Luke  10:1),  Luke  9:1  says,  “He 
called  his  Twelve  disciples,  and  gave 
them  power  and  authority  over  all 
devils  and  to  cure  all  diseases,’’  &c. 
But  nothing  is  here  said  about  or- 
daining; but  Jesus  says.  “As  my 
Father  hath  sent  me,  even  so  send  I 
you.”  But  nothing  is  here  said  about 
being  ordained  by  the  laying  on  of 
hands  to  ordain  them.  So  if  we  deny 
that  the  God  of  Heaven  laid  hands 
upon  Jesus  to  anoint  and  ordain  him 
before  he  sent  him  to  preach  the  glad 
tidings  of  the  gospel  to  the  meek. 
(Luke  4:18)  we  have  not  an  iota  of 
evidence  anywhere  that  the  Apostles 
were  ordained  by  the  laying  on  of 
hands ; for  we  cannot  infer  that 
Jesus  laid  on  his  hands  to  ordain 
from  the  words:  “As  my  Father  hath 
sent  me  even  so  send  I you,”  unless 
we  admit  that  God  Himself  laid  hands 
upon  Jesus  to  ordain  him  before  he 
sent  him  to  preach;  for  there  is  not  a 
line  in  the  whole  New  Testament  that 
Jesus  laid  on  his  hands  on  any  one 
to  ordain  him  to  any  office  in  the 
priesthood,  or  in  the  church.  But  he 
says:  “Ye  have  not  chosen  me,  but  I 
have  chosen  you  and  ordained  you, 
&c.”  (John  15:16.)  Nothing  said  here 
about  the  laying  on  of  hands  either. 

Throughout  the  Old  Testament, 
there  is  but  one  case  of  the  laying  on 
of  hands  to  confer  authority  to  act 
in  the  name  of  God,  and  that,  as  was 
before  said  in  the  case  of  the  call  of 


Joshua,  and  his  ordination  under  the 
hands  of  Moses.  Is  not  this  astound- 
ing? In  the  New  Testament  there  is 
no  more  than  three  or  four  cases 
where  it  is  plainly  said  that  the  hands 
of  the  ordainers  were  laid  on,  to  or- 
dain anyone  to  the  ministry  of  preach- 
ing the  gospel;  that  of  the  Lord 
Jesus  under  the  hand  of  His  Heaven- 
ly Father;  that  of  Paul  and  Barna- 
bas; and  that  of  Timothy  under  the 
hands  of  Paul.  (Acts  2:32,  33,  Acts  5: 
31,  Acts  13:1,  2,  3;  2nd  Tim.  1:6.) 

Of  all  the  little,  childish,  foolish, 
vain  and  absurd  things  ever  uttered 
by  man  that  uttered  by  the  spurious 
priests  of  this  generation  is  the  most 
foolish  and  absurd;  “A  Bible,  a Bible, 
we  have  got  a Bible,  and  we  need  no 
more  Bible.’!  The  inspired  writers  of 
the  Book  of  Mormon  might  well  say 
of  them  “Oh  fools.’’  And  every  true 
believer  in  the  faith  of  the  Latter  Day 
Saints,  is  impelled  to  cry  out  the 
same  thing. 

Out  of  the  hundreds  of  founders  of 
modern  creeds  and  churches,  it  is 
presumable  that  nearly  all  of  them 
have  tried  as  much  as  possible  to 
make  their  creeds  and  their  orders 
of  priesthood  conform  to  the  scrip- 
tures, but  they  have  every  one 
failed  from  the  first  to  the  last;  from 
the  Catholic  to  the  Last  Free  Metho- 
dist, and  why?  Because  of  the  loss 
of  so  much  of  the  scriptures,  and  be- 
cause of  their  being  no  revelation 
from  God.  Though  they  were  ever  so 
earnest,  and  ever  so  sincere,  and  ever 
so  honest,  it  is  impossible  from  the 
scriptures  that  now  remain,  that  they 
could  alone  from  them,  make  their 
creeds  and  their  professions  of  faith, 
conform  to  the  faith,  and  order  of 
the  Priesthood  established  by  the 
Lord  Jesus. 

As  the  Scriptures  stand  now,  we 
might  well  say  to  Moses,  were  he 
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living:  “Moses,  you  have  ordained 
Joshua  to  lead  the  armies  of  Israel, 
and  many  others  to  act  in  the  Priest- 
hood of  God;  if  you  please  my  Lord, 
who  ordained  you?  Elijah,  you  say, 
God  sent  you  to  anoint  and  ordain 
Hazael  to  be  king  of  Syria,  and 
Jehu  to  be  king  of  Israel,  and  Elisha 
to  be  prophet  (of  lesser  grade)  to 
stand  in  thy  room.  If  you  please  my 
Lord  who  anointed  and  ordained  you? 
In  like  manner  Jesus,  Ben  David, 
you  have  called  and  ordained  Twelve 
Apostles,  Seventies,  Bishops,  etc.  If 
you  please  my  Lord,  who  ordained  and 
annointed  you  to  do  all  these  things? 
In  like  manner  we  feel  to  question 
Nephi.  Nephi,  you  have,  we  learn,  or- 
dained your  brothers  Jacob  and  Joseph 
to  be  Priests  and  Teachers  over  the 
land  and  also  one  to  be  king,  may  it 
not  displease  you,  my  brother,  to 
ask  you  who  ordained  you  to  do  all 
these  things?  We  must  now  question 
the  Prophet  Samuel.  Samuel,  you 
have  anointed  Saul,  and  David  to  be 
kings  in  Israel,  and  done  many  other 
great  things,  and  my  Lord  I would 
ask  you  if  you  please  who  anointed 
and  ordained  you? 

I imagine  that  I hear  Moses  answer 
frankly.  “I  was  ordained  and  anointed 
by  the  hands  of  the  Angel  that  ap- 
peared to  me  in  the  bush,”  and  is 
not  this  written  in  plainness  before 
you?  (Acts  7:35;  Gal.  3:19  Inspd.) 
“The  t.estimony  of  two  witnesses  is 
true.  Jesus,  my  Lord,  what  hast  thou 
to  say  to  this  question.  It  is  written 
from  the  days  of  my  minister  that  my 
heavenly  Father  by  his  Right  Hand, 
“consecrated,’’  “anointed,”  and  “or- 
dained” me  and  it  is  supported  by 
many  witnesses  (Luke  4:16-21  says: 
“tile  spirit  of  the  Lord  God  is  upon 
me  (Jesus)  because  He  (God)  hath 
anointed  me  to  preach  glad  tidings 
unto  the  meek,”&c.  (Acts  2:32,33,; 


j Acts  5:31,  Acts  10:37,  38,  42,  Heb. 

I 1:8,  9,  Heb.  5:1,  Heb.  7:28.)  Any  one 
[ who  reads  those  references  carefully, 
j will  find  that  the  anointing,  conse- 
i cration  and  ordination  of  Jesus  Christ 
, under  the  right  hand  of  Almighty 
God  is  better  supported  than  any  ' 
' other  of  the  Bible.  But  when  did  this  | 
j ordination  take  place.  Acts  10:37-38,  I 
! says  it  was  done  at  Galilee,  after  i 
[ John  had  preached  the  baptism  of 
I repentance  to  Israel ; that  the  news  of 
j it  began  from  Galilee,  and  from  there 
spread  throughout  all  Judea,  “how 
j God  anointed  Jesus  of  Nazareth 
I with  the  Holy  Ghost,  who  went  about  , 
doing  good  and  healing  all  that  were  ^ 
oppressed  of  the  devil,”  &e.  Some 
say  that  Jesus  was  ordained  before 
I the  world  began.  True,  and  so  were 
all  the  prophets,  and  all  the  leading 
I men  of  the  church  and  kingdom  of 
God,  but  that  does  not  argue  at  all 
that  they  should  not  be  also  ordained 
in  this  world.  In  the  spirit  world 
every  spirit  is  but  one,  but  when  he 
takes  tabernacle  in  this  world,  he  is 
then  dual,  or  two,— The  spiritual 
man,  and  the  earthly  man;  and  it  is 
just  as  necessary  that  the  latter  be 
ordained,  as  the  former.  Why  not? 
Who  can  resist  this?  We  contend  that 
Jesus  and  all  his  brethren,  the 
apostles,  prophets,  were  all  ordained 
in  this  world  and  the  spirit  world. 

(1st  Pet.  1:20,  Rom.  3:25,  8:29,  30.) 
but  there  was  no  such  thing  as  fixing, 
the  fate,  or  destiny  of  any  one  only 
according  to  his  own  will  and  love  of 
righteousness,  either  in  the  spirit 
world,  or  in  this.  But  as  for  Samuel, 
Elijah,  Isaiah,  Neph?,  Melchizedec, 
Noah,  and  Mormon  and  many  other 
prophets  we  will  have  to-  include, 
these  all  under  those  general  testi- 
monies that  show  they  were  all  or-  i 
dained;  as  chap.  9:6,  and  chap.  10:1, 
Book  of  Alma,  Heb.  5:1,  and  chap. 
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7:3,  4 Inspd.  These  all  held  the  same 
order  of  the  Priesthood,  which  order 
was  that  heid  by  the  son  of  God, 
which  order  was  received  direct  from 
heaven  by  the  hands  of  angels.,  or 
from  the  hands  of  God  himself. 
Joseph  Smith,  dear  sir,  be  so  kind  as  I 
to  tell  us  how  you  received  the  Priest- , 
hood  after  the  order  of  the  son  of  I 
God.  Answer,  God  sent  Peter,  James 
and  John  to  me,  and  Oliver  Cowdery 
in  answer  to  prayer,  and  they  or- 
dained me  to  be  an  apostle,  prophet,  j 
seer,  revelator,  and  translator,  hav- 
ing all  the  gifts  which  he  bestows  on 
the  head  of  the  church,  and  Oliver 
Cowdery  to  a subordinate  office 
even  that  which  was  held  by  Aaron. 
(Doc.  & Cov.,  sec.  26:3,  sec.  27:2.) 
These  last  two  references  show 
beyond  question  that  Oliver  Cow- 
dery, was  ordained  under  the  hands 
of  these  heavenly  messengers  to  a 
subordinate  office,  to  that  held  by 
Joseph  Smith,  as  much  so  as  Aaron 
was  subordinate  in  office  to  Moses. 

In  opposing  these  things  you 
are  only  proving  what  I said  to 
you  in  a former  work,  that  when 
summed  up  one  side,  and  down  the 
other,  you  only  prove  that  you  have 
mighty  little  faith  in  Joseph  Smith  as 
a prophet  of  God 

James  J.  Strang,  we  will  now,  if 
you  please  hear  what  you  have  to  say 
as  to  how  you  received  your  ordina- 
tion as  a prophet  and  an  apostle  of 
the  most  high  God?  Being  first  ap- 
pointed by  Revelation  from  God 
through  Joseph  Smith,  “The  Angel  of 
the  Lord’’  came  unto  me,  James 
J.  Strang,  on  the  27th  day  of  June,  at 
five  and  a half  o’clock  in  the  after- 
noon, and  saluted  me,  saying:  Fear 
God,  and  be  strengthened  and  obey 
him,  for  great  is  the  work  which  he 
hath  required  at  thy  hand.  * * » 
“And  the  angel  of  the  Lord  stretched 


I forth  his  hand  unto  him  and  touched 

his  head  and  put  oil  upon  him  and 
said,  “Grace  is  poured  upon  thy  lips, 
and  God  blesseth  thee  with  the  great- 
ness, (the  fulness  the  completeness) 
of  the  everlasting  priesthood.  He 
puteth  might  and  glory  and  majesty 
upon  thee,  and  in  meekness  and  truth, 
and  rightness  will  he  prosper  thee,” 
j &c.  See  Diamond,  chap.  3 for  the  bal- 
j ance  of  the  words  of  this  Holy  angel, 
i I have  never  hidden  nor  changed 
my  calling.  I have  put  on  record  as 
good  evidence  of  my  calling  as  a 
prophet  of  (jod,  as  any  other  man 
ever  did  since  the  days  of  Adam  to 
the  present  time,  of  any  such  calling. 
I have  had  the  ministry  of  Angels 
time  and  again,  one  of  whom  came 
to  me  on  the  “first  day  of  September 
in  the  year  1845,  and  the  light  shone 
about  him  above  the  brightness  of 
the  sun,  and  he  showed  me  the 
plates  of  the  sealed  record,  and  he 
gave  into  my  hands  The  Urim  and 
Thummim;  and  out  of  the  light  came 
the  voice  of  the  Lord  saying,  &c,  &c; 
(See  Rev.  given  September  1st, 
1845.)  On  this  occasion  I was  shown 
the  Voree  Record  written  on  three 
brass  plates,  and  these  I translated 
by  means  of  the  Urim  and  Thummim, 
and  they  were  found  in  the  earth 
under  an  oak  tree  as  large  as  the 
body  of  a large  man,  and  as  deep  un- 
der that  tree  as  to  a man’s  waist, 
“and  I beheld  it  as  a man  can  see  a 
light  stone  in  clear  water  for  I saw 
it  by  XJrim  and  Thummim  and  I re- 
turned the  Urim  and  Thummim  into 
the  angel’s  hand,  and  he  departed  out 
of  my  sight.”  Many  other  great  facts 
pertaining  to  my  calling  are  all  on 
record ; but  men  prefer  to  follow 
those  whose  claims  are  built  upon 
lies,  and  lies  only,  rather  than  upon 
the  revelation  of  God’s  truth  given  to 
his  true  prophets. 
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And  Mr.  Strang,  I understand,  you 
also  had  counsellors  and  assistants 
in  the  Presidency  tae  same  as  all  the 
ether  prophets  of  God?  Yes,  Aaron 
Smith  was  appointed  to  be  my  coun- 
sellor, by  the  same  revelation 
given  through  Joseph  that  appointed 
me.  William  M-arks  was  next  appoint- 
ed my  assistant  counsellor  in  the 
presidency.  William  Marks  was  ap- 
pointed Nov.  6,  1864,  to  fill  the  place 
of  Aaron  Smith,  who  fell.  And  George 
J.  Adams  was  afterward  appointed  to 
the  same  office  in  1849.  0,  yes, 
James  J.  Strang,  like  all  the  rest  of 
God’s  prophets  had  his  assistant . 
counsellors,  and  he  was,  like  them,  ! 
(call  the  office  by  what  name  you  j 
will)  First  President.  If  the  testi- 1 
mony  of  two  witnesses  is  true,  the  i 
testimony  of  a half  dozen  ought  to  ! 
be,  most  assuredly.  “He  that  is  First,”  ' 
(that  is  First  President  over  the ' 
whole  church,  and  over  the  whole  j 
Priesthood)  shall  be  ordained”  by  | 
the  Angels  of  God,  that  he  may  have  ! 
all  the  gifts  which  God  bestows  upon 
the  head  of  the  church,  even  wisdom,  i 
knowledge,  faith,  revelation,  ,proph- ' 
ecy,  and  whatsoever  gift  is  good  for  ' 
the  chief  shepherd  of  the  flock  of 
God,  that  he  may  be  able  to  rule  in 
righteousness,  and  they — the  lesser 
officers  of  the  Priesthood — for  their 
several  callings  among  God’s  flock,” 
(Book  of  the  Law  of  The  Lord,  page 
163.) 

This  is  God’s  plan  of  making 
prophets,  or  the  Larv  under  which 
God’s  prophets  are  made;  and  now 
Fiiend  Haldeman,  I feel  that  this 
little  essay  makes  a full  end  of  your 
effort  in  the  Star  of  last  December 
entitled,  “The  First  Presidency  Un- 
scriptural,”  including  your  theory 
that  the  Twelve  Apostles  were  su- 
preme in  the  Primitive  Christian 
Church,  and  that  ,>oseph  Smith  orig- 


inated the  First  Presidency  for  his 
own  personal  benefit,  and  aggrandize- 
ment. Sec.  17,  Doctrine  & Covenants, 
out  of  which  has  grown  so  much  criti- 
cism of  late,  is  self-evidently  not  a 
revelation  from  God.  At  the  very  best, 
it  should  only  be  regarded  as  a little 
prefatory  instructSon  which  was 
thought  necessary  to  a proper  under- 
standing of  the  order  and  duties  of 
the  priesthood  and  members  of  the 
church.  In  the  1st  place  it  not  headed 
as  all  the  revelations  of  God  are,  and 
2nd,  the  words,  “and  we  know,”  “and 
we  know’’  occurring  in  that  section 
five  different  times  and  again, 
“agreeably  to  the  laws  of  our  coun- 
try,” and  “we,  the  Elders  of  the 
church,”  &c.,  all  these  things  make  it 
clear  that  it  is  man’s  worth,  and  not 
God’s. 

Paragraph  17  of  this  section,  is 
grossly  misleading.  If  “every  presi- 
dent of  the  High  Priesthood,  (or  pre- 
siding Elder)’’  means  that  the  Pre- 
siding High  Priest  over  the  High 
Priesthood  of  the  church  can  be  or- 
dained at  a general  conference,  or 
any  other  conference,  or  that  any 
general  conference . or  high  council 
can,  or  ever  could,  lawfully  direct 
the  ordination  of  the  Presiding  High 
Priest  over  the  Melchizedec  Priest- 
hood, then  we  most  emphatically 
deny,  and  invite  its  advocates  to 
bring  forth  their  strong  reasons  in 
proof.  So  come  on  gentlemen  if  you 
have  the  proof  on  your  side,  let  it 
shine  out;  for  this  is  one  of  the  most 
important  questions  that  can  arise 
among  the  people  called  Latter  Day 
Saints.  You  will  then  tell  us  what 
general  conference  or  High  Council 
directed  the  ordination  of  Moses, 
Melchizedec,  Elijah,  Elisha,  Jeremiah, 
Ezekiel,  the  Lord  Jesus,  Peter,  James 
and  .John,  Nephi,  Abinidi,  Samuel, 
the  Lamanite,  Samuel  the  Prophet, 
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Noah,  Enoch,  Joseph  Smith,  James  J. 
Strang,  and  many  others.  No  backing 
the  track  now,  Tell  us  squarely,  what 
High  council,  or  General  conference 
directed  the  ordination  of  all  these 
men,  or  of  any  one  of  them.  The  bare 
mention  that  any  such  council,  or 
general  conference  could  direct  the 
making  or  ordination  of  a prophet  of 
the  most  High  God, — a prophet  like 
unto  Moses — is  merely  revolting, 
foolish  to  the  last  degree. 

Now  what  is  a general  conference 
of  the  Church  of  Jesus  Christ  of  Lat- 
ter Day  Saints?  A General  Conference 
of  that  church  in  the  days  of  Joseph 
Smith,  was  the  assembling  together 
of  all  the  Elders  of  every  rank,  in- 
cluding its  First  President,  and  his 
two  assistant  Counsellors. 

If  then  the  First  President  of  the 
Melchizedec  Priesthood  is  there,  he 
could  ordain  any  bishop,  and  all  [ 
other  officers  of  that  church  below 
himself.  But  if  he  is  not  present,  then 
no  Bishop  can  be  ordained  at  that 
or  any  other  conference,  without  a 
self-evident  violation  of  the  releva- 
tion  of  Sec.  68,2,  which  expressly 
says  that  no  Bishop  can  be  lawfully 
ordained  “only  under  the  hands  of 
the  First  Presidency  of  the  Melchi- 
zedec Priesthood,”  so  this  settles  that 
question  without  proviso  or  any  ex- 
ception, and  for  confirmation  of  this 
rule  see  Sec.  104:8.  Let  the  advocates 
of  man-made  prophets  point  us  to  a 
single  instance  of  any  Bishop  being 
made  in  the  days  of  Joseph,  the  seer, 
only  under  the  hands  of  The  First 
Presidency  of  the  Melchizedec  Priest- 
hood. 

If  the  Assistant  Presidents  only,  or 
either  of  them  were  present  at  a Gen- 
eral Conference  he  could  ordain  any 
President  or  High  Counsellor  below 
his  own  office;  but  he  could  not  or- 
dain a Bishop,  and  for  him  or  any  one 


j else  to  think  of  ordaining  any  one 
above  himself,  one  might  about  as 
reasonably  think  that  he  could  ordain 
the  angels  of  God.  Just  about.  I can- 
not therefore  think  for  a moment  that 
the  author  of  Sec.  17,  especially  par. 
j 17,  ever  supposed  or  ever  had  a 
thought  that  the  First  President  of 
the  Melchizedec  Priesthood  could  un- 
der any  circumstances,  be  ordained 
at  a General  Conference  or  at  any 
other  conference.  Par.  17  is  not  found 
in  section  17  when  it  was  first  put  in 
the  Book  of  Commandments,  in  1833, 
and  it  ought  never  to  have  been  in- 
serted there,  as  it  now  reads,  simply 
because  it  gives  plausible  color  and 
pretext  to  any  set  of  malcontents, 
schismatic  and  apostate  Mormons, 
who  may  wish  to  organize  a church, 
after  their  own  plans  and  desires,  to 
assemble  themselves  together,  call 
their  meeting  “a  general  conference,’’ 
and  proceed  to  vote  and  ordain  all 
their  church  officers  from  the.  dea- 
con to  the  First  Presidency,  after  the 
style  and  creation  of  the  Reorganiz- 
. ed  Mormon  church',  in  Amboy,  111., 

^ in  1860. 

i If  such  a meeting  as  this  is  a “gen- 
' eral  conference  of  the  church  of  Jesus 
1 Christ  of  Latter  Day  Saints,”  we 
j have  then  on  hand  one  of,  the  most 
I formidable  and  complicated  ques- 
j tions  ever  presented  to  mankind  to 
I solve,  namely;  How  and  where  can 
; the  church  of  Jesus  Christ  of  Latter 
: Day  Saints  be  found?  For  if  one  set  of 
j men  can  go  to  work  after  this  style 
! and  create  and  organize  a church, 
i and  ordain  all  its  officers,  High  Coun- 
sellors, Twelve  Apostles,  and  the 
First  Presidency,  and  set  it  in  com- 
plete running  order  another  set  of  just 
such  men  with  their  plans,  plausible 
arguments  and  equally  destitute  of 
authority  or  priesthood,  may  do  the 
same  thing,  and  another,  and  still  an- 
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other,  until  we  have  a regular  sectar- : 
ian  Babylon,  and  all  equally  provided  ' 
with  a creed,  and  a priesthood  of  their ; 
own  make,  each  with  its  self-consti- ! 
tuted  revelators,  its  Henry  H. 
Beams,  and  Daniel  B.  Razys  and  Zen- 
os H.  Gurleys,  and  Jason  W.  Brigg- 
ses, who  can  tell  people  in  short  or- 
der, how  the  highest  officers  in  the 
Holy  Priesthood,  can  be  ordained  by 
those  who  never  held  any  such  offices 
or  priesthood;  each  styling  itself  the 
true  church  of  Jesus  Christ  of  Latter 
Day  Saints,  each  denying  that  they 
had  ever  apostatized  or  depart- 
ed from  the  original  faith,  and 
each  testifying  that  all  the  others  are 
apostates! 

But  what  is  an  apostate?  Anyone 
who  turned  away  from  the  prophet 
Joseph  Smith  in  his  day,  because  of 
anything  which  he  gave  the  church  as 
the  word  of  God,  was  simply  an  apos- 
tate. It  did  not  matter  how  much  he 
pretended  to  believe  in  the  revela-  j 
tions  of  all  the  prophets  who  were  be- 
fore sent  of  God.  God  commanded  the 
whole  church  on  the  6th  day  of  April, 
1830,  to  give  heed  unto  all  Joseph’s 
words,  and  commandments  which  he 
shall  give  unto  you,  as  he  receiveth 
them,  walking  in  all  holiness  before 
me,  for  his  word  ye  shall  receive  as 
if  from  mine  own  mouth,”  &c,  &c., 
and  to  reject  or  rebel  and  turn  away 
from  him,  as  a prophet  of  God  be- 
cause of  anything  he  gave  them  as 
the  word  of  God,  was  rebellion 
against  God  and  apostacy,  and  those 
who  did  it  forfeited  both  priesthood 
and  membership  in  'the  church,  so 
Joseph  himself  has  written:  “As  it 
regards  an  apostate,  or  one  cut  off 
from  the  church,  and  wishes  to  come 
in  again,  the  law  of  our  church  ex- 
pressly says  such  shall  repent  and 
be  baptised  and  be  admitted  as  at 
the  first.”  (Times  & Seasons,  Vol.  5, 


page  752.)  Now  the  same  thing  is 
true  of  the  successor  of  Joseph  Smith, 
without  the  least  shadow  of  differ- 
ence. For  in  the  successorship  is  the 
office  of  the  Predecessor  continued. 
Therefore  whosoever  departs  from 
or  rejects  the  successor  of  a prophet 
is  as  much  of  an  apostate  as  if  he 
had  rejected  the  predecessor.  No  dif- 
ference. How  can  they  be  otherwise? 
^ If  it  were  possible  that  a prophet  of 
1 God  should  put  false  revelation  on 
record  to  deceive  the  people,  would 
, he,  (God)  command  the  people  to 
I give  heed  to  all  his  words  and  com- 
mandments, as  if  from  His  own 
' mouth?”  Who  ever  heard  of  a prophet 
j of  God  putting  false  revelations  on 
! record  to  deceive  the  people.  And  if 
I such  a monstrous  thing  could  be  done, 
will  some  one  tell  us  how  we  are  go- 
ing to  avoid  being  deceived?  Oh, 
[somebody  arise  and  tell  us!  If  God 
permits  his  own  holy  prophets  who 
have  been  called  by  his  own  voice 
to  the  most  holy  office  in  the  priest- 
hood and  anointed  under  the  hands 
of  angels  to  carry  his  word  to  the 
nations;  if  they  deceive  us  in  heav- 
en’s name,  where,  and  to  whom  shall 
we  go  to  be  enlightened  or  unde- 
ceived? If  God  permits  his  holy  proph- 
ets to  mislead  and  deceive  us  by 
false  revelations,  is  it  any  wonder 
that  the  people  forsook  them  and 
tSurned  again  to  heathenism?  I do  not 
remember  a single  instance  in  all 
the  history  of  the  past  where  God 
ever  reproved  any  prophet  of  God  of 
ever  having  put  a false  revelation 
on  record  and  another  thing  is  most 
remarkable,  and  that  is,  that  all  peo- 
ple to  whom  a prophet  of  God  was 
sent,  came  under  condemnation, 
brought'  cursing  wrath  and  destruc- 
tion upon  themselves  by  refusing  to 
hearken  to  the  warnings  they  gave 
them.  And  if  any  different  state 
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of  affairs  should  follow  the  warning  Melchizedec  Priesthood.  (First  Kings 
voice  of  Joseph  Smith  and  James  J.  1:32-34.)  Zadoc  in  this  case  was  the 
Strang  in  this  dispensation,  it  will  first-born  in  the  lineage  of  Aaron, 
prove  one  of  two  things,  either  that  Doc.  & Cov.,  Sec.  83:4.  says  that  “the 


the  people  have  repented  .or  else 
these  two  men  were  false  prophets. 
I am  not  afraid  that  the  latter  will 
be  proved. 

Retrospective. — It  is  not  likely 
that  every  one  understands  that 
Aaron  in  his  day,  was  assistant 
counsellor  to  Mosea,  and  stood  to 
-Moses  In  authority  and  priesthood, 
as  did  Oliver  Cowdery,  and  Sidney 
Rigdon  to  Joseph  Smith.  I have  been 
perplexed  with  this  question  myself, 
for  a good  while,  thinking  that  be- 
cause what  is  called  the  Aaronic 
Priesthood  was  conferred  upon  Aar- 
on, and  his  sons  forever,  that  Aaron 
did  not  hold  any  other  office.  And 
thinking  that  others  may  be  similar- 
ly perplexed,  I will  here  try  to.  make 
it  plain  that  he  was  really  the  next 
highest  immediately  under  Moses, 
in  the  Melchizedec  Priq^thood.  First. 
The  office  of  Bishops,  which  is  an 
important  office  in  the  .Melchizedec 
Priesthood,  is  inherited  from  Aaron. 
(Doc.  & Cov.,  Sec.  83:5,  68:2.)  2nd; 
Eliezer’s  first  born  son  held 
the  Urim  and  Thummim,  and  Joshua, 
who  was  ordained  under  Moses’  hand 
to  a part  of  Moses’  Priesthood,  which 
of  course  was  Melchizedec,  had  to 
stand  before  Eliezer  to  receive  coun- 
sel from  him  by  Urim  and  Thummim, 
or  the  word  of  the  Lord  through  that 
holy  instrument,  a thing  which  would 
be  altogether  unlawful,  and  out  of 
place  if  Aaron  held  only  the 
Aaronic  Priesthood.  For  it  is  not  law- 
ful in  the  kingdom  of  God,  for  an  in- 
ferior in  office  to  inquire  of  God  for 
the  superior  in  oflEice.  Moreover  Aar- 
on’s first-born  son,  who  inherited  his 
office,  anointed  kings  in  the  dynasty 
of  David,  all  of  whom  were  of  the 


keys  of  the  ministering  of  angels,  and 
the  preparatory  gospel  of  repentance 
and  baptism  for  the  remission  of  sins 
continued  with  the  house  of  .Aar- 
on from  Moses  >until  John,  the  Baptist. 
And  if  only  the  office  of  Aaronic 
Priest  continued  in  the  lineage 
of  Aaron,  as  they  have  no  power  to 
lay  on  hands  for  the  gift  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  what  good  would  baptism 
for  the  remission  of  sins  do,  with- 
out the  laying  on  of  hands  for  that 
gift  of  the  Spirit  of  God. 

Joseph  Smith  says:  “One  might 
as  well  baptize  a bag  of  sand  as  to 
baptize  a man  without  the  laying  on 
of  hands.”  I was  thus  perplexed  to 
know  how  Aaron  could  stand  so  prom- 
inently in  the  church  under  Moses, 
and  he  and  his  sons  have  the  right 
to  do  all  these  things  and  much  more, 
holding  only  what  is  called  among  us, 
the  Aaronic  Priesthood.  As  before 
observed. 

Any  one  who  departed  from,  or  re- 
jected Joseph  Smith  in  his  ministry 
as  a prophet  of  God,  because  of  any- 
thing he  revealed  as  law  or  doctrine, 
or  for  any  other  reason  whatsoever, 
was  simply  an  apostate.  ArBd  as 
James  J.  Strang  was  lawfully  ap- 
pointed by  revelation  given  through 
Joseph,  and  lawfully  ordained  by  the 
hands  of  angels  to  suceed  Joseph  in 
the  office  of  prophet,  seer,  revelator, 
and  translator,  it  was  the  same  pre- 
cisely under  the  ministry  of  James 
J.  Strang  as  if  Joseph  Smith  had 
continued  in  his  office  up  till  the 
martyrdom  of  Mr.  Strang  in  1856; 
whosoever  rejectbd  him  (or  depart- 
ed from  him  because  of  any  principle 
of  doctrine,  or  law,  which  he  gave 
the  church  as  the  direct  word  of 
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God,  or  any  translation  made  by 
Urim  and  Thummim,  was  an  apostate, 
as  much  so  as  if  he  did  it  in  the 
days  of  Joseph.  No  diiference.  Trea- 
son in  the  days  of  George  Washing- 
ton, was  treason  in  the  days  of  Jef- 
ferson, or  Adams,  or  Lincoln,  or 
McKinley.  I am  now  speaking  of  all 
those  who  were  in  the  church  under 
Joseph  or  James,  as  officers  or  mem- 
bers of  that  church. 

To  get  a correct  view  of  the  folly 
of  the  apostates  of  these  latter  days, 
it  is  only  necessary  to  imagine  them 
living  in  any  one  of  the  prophetic 
ages  of  the  past,  and  rejecting  and 
opposing  any  prophet  of  God  at  any 
such  time.  Imagine  a set  of  apos- 
tates from  under  Moses  utterly  re- 
jecting him  as  a prophet  of  Go-d,  and 
then  calling  “a  general  conference,” 
and  proceeding  to  ordain  all  their  of- 
ficers, their  prophets,  and  First 
President,  their  Twelve  Apostles, , 
High  Counsellors,  Bishops  and  all  the 
rest  down  to  the  deacon  i and  then 
offering  as  an  excuse  for  doing  all 
this,  that  Moses  by  precept  and  ex- 
ample, had  taught  plural  marriage! 
We  would  then  have  an  exact  pattern 
of  the  Reorganized  church  to  a dot. 
No  doubt  in  the  world,  but  had  Cora. 
Dathan  and  Abiram  succeeded  in 
their  rebellion  and  Apostacy,  they 
would  have  gotten  up  a regular  Reor- 
ganized Church,  in  the  days  of  Moses. 
The  sin,  whatever  it  was  there,  is 
just  as  great  now.  Anyone  acquainted 
with  the  Scriptures,  and  looking  back 
to  those  early  times,  can  pretty  well 
estimate  the  validity  of  the  Reorgan- 
ized effort  to  build  up  the  chsurch  and 
kingdom  of  God  on  the  earth  in  this 
our  day. 

The  Reorganized  Church  is  a man- 
made institution  throughout.  Its  chief 
corner  stone  being  their  opposition 
to  plural  marriage.  Its  prophet  was 


called  by  apostates,  instead  of  by  rev- 
elation from  God  to  the  prophet, 
Joseph;  and  he  was  ordained  also  by 
apostates  instead  of  being  ordained 
by  the  hands  of  angels  as  Joseph 
and  James,  and  all  the  other  proph- 
ets of  God  were. 

The  corner  stone  of  the  Reorgan- 
ized church  may  w'ell  be  said  to  be, 
“Anti-polygamy.”  They  wish  it  to  be 
known  every  where  that  they  are 
anti-polygamists.  They  can  scarcely 
write  a tract  or  book  in  behalf  of 
their  faith  without  first  or  last  in- 
forming the  reader  that  they  are  op- 
posed to  “polygamy.”  You  can’t  find 
a single  number  of  their  Herald  from 
1860  up  to  this  time  without  finding 
on  its  very  front  their  glaring  oppo- 
sition to  polygamy.  And  their  Presi- 
dent some  years  ago  said:  “the  proba- 
bility is,  that  the  Reorganized  church 
would  never  have  had  an  existence, 
were  it  not  for  polygamy.”  A more 
truthful  remark  he  never  made.  That 
was  why  William  Marks,  Zenos  H. 
Gurley,  Jason  W,  Briggs,  Henry  H. 
Deam  and  a whole  list  of  others  left 
Mr.  Strang,  all  of  whom  were  the 
founders  of  the  Reorganized  church. 
If  there  is  a more  foolish  thing  on 
record  than  a lot  of  men  departing 
from  a prophet  of  God  because  of 
some  principle  of  doctrine  brought  to 
light  by  him,  and  undertaking  to  build 
up  another  church  by  ordaining  and 
making  a prophet,  after  their  own 
wisdom  and  liking,  I have  never  yet 
found  it.  True,  Mr.  Strang  had  the 
ancient  records  and  the  Urim  and 
Thummim  and  did  translate  what  is 
called  the  Book  of  the  Law  of  the 
Lord  from  that  part  of  those  ancient 
records,  called  the  plates  of  Laban. 
These  brass  p!ates,  on  account  of 
the  many  precious  things  written 
upon  them,  were  required  to  be 
brought  to  this  land  for  the  preserva- 
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tion  of  the  people  of  Lehi  an.3  Nephi 
anA  were  preserved  with  great  care 
hy  all  the  Holy  prophets  on  this 
land,  and  much  is  prophesied  con- 
cerning their  coming  to  light  in  this 
generation.  From  this  record  Mr. 
Strang  translated  many  precious 
things,  and  among  them  we  find  the 
law  that  guided  the  Patriarchs  in  all 
their  incomings  and  outgoings,  in 
their  daily  walk  and  conversation;  ■ 
in  their  marriages,  their  sacrifices,  j 
and  from  no  other  record  can  we  get ; 
anything  that  will  give  us  half  as 
sound  knowledge  of  the  Law  that 
governed  the  Patriarchs  and  all  the 
great  and  honorable  men  of  the  Bible 
in  their  lives. 

The  question  here  presents  itself: 
Is  plural  marriage  in  and  of  itself  a 
crime.  A crime  is  any  known  act  of 
man  that  injures  mankind  either  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  and  hence,  laws 
are  made  against  all  injurious  acts  of 
mankind  against  man.  And  now  then 
in  what  way  did  the  marriages  of  Abra- 
ham or  Jacob  or  Moses,  or  any  other 
great  man  of  the  Bible  work  injury 
to  mankind?  Nobody  has  ever  yet 
found  that  out.  According  to  the  Law 
of  the  Lord  translated  by  Mr.  Strang, 
and  that  given  us  by  Moses  and  the 
other  prophets  of  God,  plural  mar- 
riage by  righteous  men,  is  just  as 
much  tolerated  and  just  as  lawful  as 
single  marriages,  and  I am  pretty 
sure  that  the  Almighty  would  not 
command  or  tolerate  anything  in  his 
law,  that  worked  injury  to  mankind. 
For  the  whole  object  of  God’s  laws 
and  commandments  is  to  work  good 
to  mankind.  The  posterity  of  the  dead 
brother  had  to  be  kept  up,  by  the 
living  brother  taking  the  dead  broth- 
er’s wife.  That  is  one  case  of  plural 
marriage.  (Deut.  25:5-10.)  “If  a man 
have  two  wives,”  which  ever  of  the 
two  has  borne  the  first  born  son,  that 


son  shall  have  the  right  of  the  first- 
born, etc.  (Deut.  21:15-17.)  The  Re- 
organized say  if  a man  have  two 
wives  he  shall  put  one  away.  God 
does  not  say  so.  God  says:  “If  a man” 
— that  means  a married  man  as  well 
as  a single  one,  “find  a damsel  timt 
is  not  betrothed,”  to  any  other  man 
and  lie  with  her,  “he  shall  surely  en- 
dow her  to  be  his  wife.”  (Deut.  22:28, 
29.)  If  a man  married  or  single,  cov- 
ented  with  an  unmarried  female,  or 
promised  to  marry  her,  she  was  re- 
garded as  his  wife.  (Deut.  22:23,  24) 
And  should  any  other  seduce  her  be- 
fore they  were  come  together,  he  for- 
feited his  life  by  it.  (Verse  24.) 
When  David  unfortunately  fell  in  his 
crime  against  Uriah,  God  severely 
reproved  him  for  it,  and  said:  “I 
anointed  thee  king  over  Israel  and  I 
delivered  thee  out  of  the  hand  of 
Saul,  and  I gave  thee  thy  master 
(Saul’s)  wives  into  thy  bosom,  and 
if  this  had  been  too  little,  I would 
moreover  have  given  thee  such  and 
such  things.”  At  this  time,  David  had 
several  wives  of  his  own.  (Second 
Samuel  12:1-11.)  And  yet  people  will 
tell  us  that  plural  marriage  is  a great 
crime!  Jacob  had  four  wives,  but 
that  did  not  hinder  him  from  having 
the  ministry  of  Angels,  and  of  seeing 
God  face  to  face,  nor  did  it  hinder  the 
Almighty  from  making  such  great 
promises  to  him  as  he  has  made  to 
but  very  few  others,  even  greater 
than  that  put  upon  Isaac  and  Abra- 
ham. (Gen.  49:25,  26.  48:3-,  4.)  Then 
how  much  of  a sinner  was  James  J. 
Strang  that  the  Reorganized  church 
founders  should  feel  justified  in  re- 
jecting him  and  his  whole  claims  and 
ministry?  He  was  just  no  criminal 
at  all,  any  more  than  was  any  other 
prophet  of  God.  Who  teach  that  the 
prophetic  office  .goes  by  “lineal 
right?”  The  founders  of  the  Reor- 
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ganized  church.  Who  teach  that  men 
can  confer  offices  in  the  Priesthood 
which  they  never  held  themselves? 
The  founders  of  the  Reorganized 
church.  Who  teach  that  the  heavenly 
messengers  sent  to  ordain  Joseph 
Smith  to  the  Prophetic  office,  or- 
dained him  without  the  laying  on  of 
their  hands?  The  leaders  of  the  Re- 
organized church.  Who  say  that  no 
one  was  called  by  Revelation  through 
Joseph  Smith  to  succeed  him  in  his 
office?  The  founders  of  the  Reorgan- 
ized church.  Who  teach  that  Joseph 
Smith  was  only  “an  Elder  up  till  the 
Amherst  conference  in  1832,  at  which 
conference  he  ireceived  the  fulness 
of  the  Melchizedec  Priesthood,  un- 
der the  hands  of  High  Priests  there. 
The  founders  of  the  Reorganized 
church.  Who  teach  that  young  Joseph 
was  the  “one  mighty  and  strong, 
who  is  to  be  sent  in  these  latter 
days?  The  fdunders  of  the  Reorgan- 
ized church. 

That  every  one  of  these,  are  false 
teachings,  we  are  fully  prepared  to 
prove.  Yet  these  false  teachings  are 
the  very  foundation  upon  which  the 
Reorganization  rests. 

One  question  more.  Who  teach  that 
the  founders  of  the  Reorganized 
church  were  authorized  revelators  to 
the  church  of  Jesus  Christ  of  Latter 
Day  Saints?  The  founders  of  the  Re- 
organized church.  (Doc.  & Cov.,  Sec. 
43:2.) 

As  to  the  righteousness  and  inno- 
eency  of  plural  marriage  before  God, 
Prophetic  controversy  No.  5 and  No. 
11  settles  that  question. 

As  to  the  doctrine  that  the  Proph- 
etic office  held  by  Joseph  Smith  goes 
by  lineal  right,  Prophetic  Controversy 
No  4 settles  that.  It  is  “without  de- 
scent,’’ it  comes  neither  by  father  or 
mother.  God  has  reserved  the  right  to 
call  his  prophets  by  his  own  voice  and 


ordain  them  by  his  heavenly  messen- 
gers. (Inspired  Heb.  7:1  to  4,  Gal.  3: 
19.) 

! As  to  the  teaching  that  men  can 
I confer  offi.ces  upon  their  fellowmen 
; which  they  {never  held  themselves, 
, there  is  not  a shadow  of  anything  of 
!that  kind  in  all  the  holy  scriptures 
■from  the  beginning  to  end.  The  rule 
'everywhere  in  all  the  sacred  books  is 
, that  all  ordinations  come  from  the 
greater,  and  never  are  the  greater  of- 
fices derived  from  the  lesser.  “With- 
out all  contradiction,”  says  Paul,  “the 
lesser  is  blessed  of  the  better.’’  That 
simply  means  that  the  less  is  ordained 
of  the  greater.  Prom  the  presiding 
■ High  Priest  over  the  whole  priesthood 
comes  the  administering  of  the  ordi- 
nances and  blessings  upon  the  church 
by  the  laying  on  of  hands.’’  (Sec.  104: 
31,  Doc.  & Cov.,  Heb.  7:7.) 

As  to  the  teaching  that  Peter,  James 
and  John  did  not  lay  their  hands  on 
Joseph  to  confer  the  office  of  Pre- 
siding High  Priest  over  the  Melchize- 
dec Priesthood,  simply  because  it  is 
not  mentioned  by  the  prophet  Joseph, 
is  nonsense.  There  must  be  contact 
between  the  one  that  ordains  and  the 
person  to  be  ordained,  or  else  there 
is  no  ordination  to  Priesthood,  and  all 
those  who  assert  the  contrary  make 
; themselves  wise  above  that  which  is 
written,  which  is  forbidden.  (Doc.  & 

I Cov.,  31:1.) 

I As  to  the  Reorganized  assertion  that 
J there  was  no  one  appointed  by  revela- 
: tion  from  God  through  Joseph  to  suc- 
! ceed  him,  it  would  not  do  to  acknow- 
I ledge  that  anyone  was  so  appointed 
because  if  they  had,,  the  question  then 
would  be.  Why  not  follow  him?  O,  Mr. 
Strang  was  in  their  way;  and  they 
wanted  to  get  him  out  of  their  way. 
But  that  someone  was  appointed  to 
succeed  Joseph  Smith  by  the  word  of 
God  to  Joseph,  we  must  either  be- 
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iieve  the  following  or  else  look  upon  ■ 
Mormonism  as  a mere  humbug. ' 
Doc.  & Cov.,  See.  27:2;  Sec.  125:4;  ! 
Sec.  43;2:  Sec.  87:2.)  The  plain  sense! 
of  these  passages  show  Indisputably  j 
that  Joseph  was  to  .have  a successor, ! 
that  he  was  to  be  appointed  by  the 
word  of  the  Lord  through  Joseph  and  1 
be  ordained  as  Joseph  himself  was.  No 
need  of  my  dwelling  lupon  these  things,  j 
Mr.  Strang’s  works  have  put  these ; 
things  beyond  controversy,  in  the  work  [ 
called  the  Diamond,  and  Prophetic ! 
Controversy.  : 

But  Joseph,  say  the  reorganized,  re- ' 
ceived  the  fullness  of  the  Melchizedec 
Priesthood  at  the  Amherst  Conference ' 
in  1832,  and  was  only  an  elder  in  the  ^ 
church  up  to  that  time.  There  isn’t  a | 
word  of  truth  in  that  statement.  The  j 
simple  fact  that  bishops  were  ordain- 1 
ed  in  the  church  as  early  as  February, : 
1831,  explodes  and  demolishes  that  ] 
theory,  so  as  not  to  leave  even  a shred 
of  it  in  sight,  for,  according  to  Sec.  68: 
2,  Doc.  and  Cov.,  no  bishop  can  be' 
lawfully  ordained  only  under  the  hands  , 
of  the  First  President  of  the  Melchize- 
dec Priesthood.  In  addition  to  this, 
Joseph  Smith  on  the  very  day  of  the  ■ 
organization  of  the  church,  Api'il  6, 
1830,  was  an  apostle  of  the  highest 
rank  and  the  church  in  its  record 
was  required  to  so  regard  him,  and 
also  to  regard  him  as  a prophet,  a 
seer,  a revelator  and  a translator.  So 
what  more  co-hld  he  have  on  that  day 
or  any  day  afterwards?  Oliver  Cow- 
dery  was  also  an  apostle  but  second 
in  rank  to  Joseph.  (Sec.  19:1,  3)  and 
the  church  on  that  day,  being  com- 
manded to  give  heed  to  all  his  words 
and  commandments,  as  he  received 
them,  and  to  receive  his  word  as  if 
from  God’s  own  mouth.  These  things 
made  him  first  President  and  supreme 
over  all  the  church  from  that  day  and 
afterward.  Besides  these  two  apostles, 


a quorum  of  twelve  apostles  were  al- 
so called,  and  at  this  time  there  were 
in  the  church  fifteen  apostles,  for 
David  ■\Vhitmer  was  also  an  apostle 
ranking  with  Oliver  Cowdery  (Sec.  16: 

3 Doc.  and  Cov.).  So  as  often  as  a 
quorum  of  officers,  as  the  High  Priests, 
the  Twelve  Apostles,  the  Seventies 
Bishops,  etc.,  were  chosen  the  fullness 
of  the  authority  of  the  Melchizedec 
Priesthood  was  centered  in  Joseph  to 
ordain  them  all,  and  was  so  centered  m 
him  since  before  the  church  was  or- 
ganized and  up  to  the  day  of  his  death. 
The  idea  of  the  High  Priests  at  the 
Amherst  Conference  conferring  the 
dullness  of  the  Melchizedec  Priest- 
hood upon  Joseph,  is  merely  rot.  True, 
he  was  I suppose  ordained  at  that 
conference  as  the  President  of  the 
High  Priests  quorum,  on  the  principle 
that  it  is  sometimes  necessary  to  or- 
dain one  out  of  a higher  quorum  to 
preside  over  a lesser  quorurc,  but  that 
is  all.  The  High  Priests  could  not 
lawfully  ordain  one  of  the  twelve,  let 
alone  one  that  is  two  degrees  abovft 
the  twelve  in  Priesthood.  The  High 
Priests  of  the  church  today,  were  the 
prophets  of  Paul’s  day,  and  of  Ahab’s 
day.  These  are  the  prophets  whom 
Ahab  consulted  when  he  desired  to  go 
to  war,  instead  of  enquiring  of  the 
prophet  of  God,  whom  God  had 
placed  at  the  head  of  his  people.  And 
these  are  the  men  who  led  Ahab  to 
destruction. 

God  hath  set  in  his  church  “first 
Apostles,”  (of  several  ranks  or  de- 
grees, the  highest  of  whom  is  a 
prophet,  seer,  revelator  and  transla- 
tor, having  all  the  gifts  which  God 
bestows  upon  the  head  of  the 
church,)”  “secondarily  prophets,” 
(1st  Cor.  12:28.)  By  “ a mighty 
prophet  the  Lord  led  Israel  out  of 
Egypt,”  and  by  ^uch  “a  prophet  was 
he  preserved.”  (Hos.  12:  13).  Those 
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prophets  who  led  Ahab  and  many 
others  to  destruction  were  not  false 
prophets,  but  they  were  unauthorized 
to  act  as  prophets  of  God  to  lead  the 
people.  They  had  their  specific  and 
legitimate  duties  tq  perform  as  of- ! 
ficers  and  leading  men  in  their  tribes, 
but  when  they  stepped  aside  from 
those  duties,  and  assumed  office  work 
and  duties  to  which  they  were  never’ 
called,  they  thus  brought  destruction  ‘ 
and  blindness,  upon  those  who  were  ■ 
so  unfortunate  as  to  be  led  by  them,  i 
They  were  the  Cora  Dathans  and  Ab- ' 
irams  of  Moses’  day,  the  Abimelech ! 
and  company  of  Jotham’s  day;  thfe  • 
Chenianah  and  company  of  Mich-  ‘ 
aich’s  day;  the  false  apostles  and  de- 1 
ceitful  workers  of  Paul  and  John’s ! 
day:  (2nd  Cor.  11:13,  14)  the  Brig-! 
ham  Youngs,  the  William  Smiths,  the  | 
John  E.  Pages,  the  William  Markses,  j 
the  Jason  W.  Brigses,  the  Zenos  H.  | 
Gurleys  and  the  Granville  Hedricks  of  I 
James  J.  Strang’s  day.  These  all  have  I 
spread  such  a veil  of  darkness  over  i 
the  minds  of  the  people  called  Latter 
Day  Saints,  that  the  thinking,  and 
reflecting  among  them  may  well  say: 
“We  see  not  our  signs;  there  is  no 
longer  any  prophet  among  us,  neith- 
er is  there  any  that  knoweth  how 
long,”  (Ps.  74:9)  and  in  these  days  j 
one  can  well  appreciate  the  sayings  of 
one  of  old:  “They  mocked  the  mes- 
sengers of  God,  and  despised  his 
words,  and  misused  his  prophets,  un- 
til the  wrath  of  the  Lord  arose 


against  his  people,  till  there  was  no 
remedy.”  (2nd  Chron.  36:14,  17.)  De- 
pend upon  it,  that  as  God  poured  o:ut 
his  wrath  upon  Israel  in  the  days  of 
Jeremiah  so  will  he  pour  out  his  wrath 
! in  this  generation  upon  the  people 
called  Latter  Day  Saints.  They  will 
then  know  that  there  has  been  a 
prophet  of  God  among  them  from 
June  1844,  to  June,  1856,  and  a mighty 
'prophet  too;  and  that  all  their  works 
' since  the  day  that  they  rejected 
, Mr.  Strang  have  been  vain.  They  will 
know  then  that  they  have  honored 
and  obeyed  Brigham  Young  a good 
deal  too  much,  and  God  and  his  holy 
prophets  a good  deal  too  little;  and 
that  this  was  why  Nauvoo  and  other 
gathering  places  have  been  made,  and 
have  remained  so  long  desolate.  So 
will  many  others  who  have  followed 
unauthorized  leaders.  God  said  by  an 
oath  to  the  people  at  Nauvoo,  that 
if  they  would  hearken  unto  his  voice, 
(that  is  the  word  of  God  which  he  had 
already  given)  and  to  the  voice  of  my 
servants  whom  I have  appointed 
to  lead  my  people,  behold  verily,  I 
say  unto  you,  they  shall  not  be  moved 
out  of  their  place.’’  They  obey  Brig- 
ham Young  so  that  he  and  others  said 
they  were  the  most  obedient  people 
that  ever  lived.  Yet  they  were  driv- 
en. “Why  then  were  they  driven?” 
asked  Mr.  Strang.  “'Was  it  not  be- 
cause they  had  followed  the  wrong 
leaders?’’  Just  so. 

Truly,  Wingfield  Watson. 


